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Recently, during a visit to Australia, I vas ins;oduced to a brand new

i B
. \

(\J, + ESL textbook which hsd, as its opening exercise, something like ‘the following
wy rather traditional dialogue' P , _ ‘.. - _ i ‘
O~ P Oh,¢Spiros, is that “a new photo? L Note that this text con--
— S Yes, Philia, it &s. R sists of 15 utterancés
a P Is it a photo of your sister? . . and that it contains 65
wd S Yes, it is a photo of my aister S words; that is, there is
. P ~Is she young? . : . an average of 4.33 words
o + 8 'Yes, she is young. o . ‘ per utterance. Note too
P Is she short? | . that there is a vexy high
C?‘ S No, she is tall. = ' o o proportion of redundant
P Is she fat? . K ‘ ) - information (intentional
S .No, she is slim. - . s - imjthe nature of thq
P Is she pretty? - cise, since it provides ..
o 'S  Yes, she is very pretty. T ¢ o .‘practice dn answering ‘g
' P May I see her photo? - o : " . yes/no questions which .
¢ S Yes, you may. _ oL o ~require subject/verb posi--
. o P Thank you. o _ . o . ‘tion shifts), :
. ' My concern’ ia not with the quality of the dialogue as dialogue or as tesching '
- device, my concern is what ia happening in terms of real language (Note that |
the‘yhole dialogue could have been avoided--or telescoped--by estsblishing that
e a pho#ograph existed and then ‘simply. askihg ‘to see it, as-Philia finally does
: in her seventh question.) Though this particular example is stilted repetitive,
snd quite far from the realities of conversation,'it does operate on the basis
of questions and ansWera Let me Efll attention to the fact that; absurd as‘it is,
; the dia1ogue conveys a modicum of information, hut 1et me alse note’ that the same
information might ‘have been conveyeﬁ in a n*mber of other ways, e.g. )
My name is Spiros I have a new photd‘ My name is Spiros and I have a new photo f
of my sister.. She is tall, slim, and of my tall, §lim, very pretty sister
_Vvery pretty. : I will show this photo which I will show to my friend Philia.
m "to my friend, Philia. ' :
N (4 utterances/28 wordsb-average 4 (l utterance/25 words) o
ig' _ words/utterance) L o o L
< . . . -, .
| O The latter two versions, while they contain all of the basic, information oszously

I vill not qﬂrve as deviceq for practicing ansvers to yes/no queations. But they

-
. . -
v
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S "_ Agent o i V)
S Object . (Identity

A Subéfct‘> Sub-class | Attnibute**-\Cha acteristic Modifierre- l01‘33 ! ~
. T = Individual’ ) . ‘Object.
) \_Subject: ' _ Modifier_ :

“a \.

_ . t’ B
_ DR adds information to a subjec ; an attribute, or a whole assertion, or it re--

) \ )
stricts the meaning of a subje-t, an . attribute, or a whole assertion 'A modi -
e ':\ fier may either be prepoaed or »o-tposed Clearly, modifiers vary both in

.their grammatical designation (r- ative clause, pr/positional phrase, adjective,-

: etc.) and in their semantic funct on (causal, temporal instrumental locative, etc ),
: but what fa primarily at issue he~- is function, not gorm To illustrate.
o H
~ agent/function/" < ’she'was lalking , - (to.a neighbor) clas(modifier)
object/functign she was 'sghot S (with’ a gun). - obj (modifier)*
. .subject/characteristic she will |be .exhdusted ", (tomorrow) (modifier)
- subject/sta e/identity she i8 my mother . + (my angel) =~ iden(modifier)
, individual state/class she is a teacher f_ . (of chemistry) clas(modifier)
., . sub-class state/class vprincipa]s-are'teacHErs ' (sometimes) . (modifier)
] . 3 . ) Y .
S o The'issue,,hoWever,-dOes not concern pssertiong,per se,'ratheﬁ it concerns -

the vwaysain which assertions get'jtuck together into discourse, particulﬁrly

.-yritten'discourse.lv Isolated: as ertions‘have Ayntactlc/semantic valﬁe and a .

('S . :
* !

-,-modicum of gropositional'value; .context%alized assertions have a modicum of
> s N 4
syntactic/semantic value, sodfewhat| more proEositional value, and 1llocutlonary

Value For example, the assertion "Your tie is crooked" has some value simply
. L] .
because the lexica! items your, tie, is, and crooked all have some denotative

semantic meaning and the arrangeme%?\of those lexica1 items has some syntactic

4
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' L
maaning (the arrangement "tie is your crooked",uould not have syntactic meaning,;
' while the arrangement "your crooked tie 1s" would have a different syntactic

meaning) In. iaolation,‘the utterance ia eolely dependent on those features,

v

‘but ‘once the utterance ie contextuated the pronouns may take on definite

*

-;reference, and the utterance will acquire some propositional value because a

number of auppositions will -become identifiable‘
- T. exiat (whoever 1 am) f ' Co.
“ You exist (whoever you are)
‘The tie exists. :
The tie is your property (or at least is presumed to be on your person)

[ 4

'I; now becomes possible for the person addressed (you) to report to a third
&

,'.\\ perpon the utterance 1 made, e. g., "Kaplan said,*your tie is crooked.'" This"

. report merely quotes exactly my words, it attributes no additional value or
interpretation.' It is poasible for the person addréssed (you), fn reporting

the event, to add interpretation,‘e g R "Kaplan announced in a/loud voice to

the aasembled multitude that my tie was askew." or "According to Kaplan 8 biafed

,view, my tie.was crooked." or "Kaplan deeply offended me when he called attention',

-publically to. the fact that my tie was crooked.," None of-these'interpretat/ons

/

call into question the truth value of the initial assertion (though it is/of

' course possible to do so; e. g , "Kaplan said my tie was crooked when in fact it
&
wash t.". What has happened in all of these interpretatlons is that a 7upposition

i1

- . i L]

‘has been added to the basic set enumerated ) ove, namely: It matters that one's
tie 1is drooked ' The development of the confext so far has presumed a/"regular"

. social context but other sorts of social contexts are of course possible If
o~ - 1 . .

the apeaker (Kaplan) were a Master Sergeant addressing'(you) a private soldier,
‘9
or if the speaker were a father addressing a young sona 'both situatlons in which

roles are hierarchically defined, the value of the utterance would be quite if-
[ "

ferent, and the reporting would in all probability be different, e. g "Sgt

Kaplan called attention to my crooked tie and I straightened it at once " or

N

. "Dad told me my tie was crodked but I straightened ii(tefore anybody saw it."

The point is that in both of the latter situations the initial utterance~is no

.J%Bdﬂzt S | R 4
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longer an. obaarvation of a true event, with or without interpreqation* rather

+ L)

‘the initial utteranfe becomea a command to correct the aituation.' In. the "regular"
i -

situation, the peraon addressed (you) ia free to respond "It's none' of your damn
buaineaa " or "Stuff it in your‘ear " or' "Gee, thanks, I'll fix it." but none

on theae reaponaes ia appropriath in the hierarchical aituation. What haa

, happened is that atill another auppoaition haa been added namely. There is a

‘role relationahip between you and me that will. filter vhat I say and how you may'
~reapond to\it Given this accretion of layera of meaning, performance errors or'
‘dialect variations, in the initial utterance (which affect the ayptactic/aemantic

""Tvalue of the utt?rance)7have lower significance- e. g ’ "Your tie 8 crooked " or :

' -»

"You tie crooked." A 0T _;
N . _ i .

- In a discourae, the bunches of individual or linked assertions of which the

;- ~+ discourse is compoaed carry semantic/syntactic, propositional, ‘and 1llocy tionary

valuea, and the values interact in important ways. Iﬂ the past, language teachers
‘have provided relatively good instruction with respect to the semantic/ayntactic

'.'value of aasertiona, somewhat less effective instruction with respect to propositiona

.

A
a’ues, and none at all with respect to illocutionary values ! In part, the re-
‘_luctance of teachers to deal with the. illocutionary values stems from the fact .

, that those values may be e;ophoric (as iu the illustration of the Master Sergeant‘

talking t%( Private, where the role re1ationship provides the major cue to the
7

-

k-qfact that the assertion i8 not an observation but an indirect command) or epdo-

4 i
: phoric or'to aome“degree both. It is difficult in the classroom situation to

[N

. deal with-the exophoric because the classroom by def1nition inhibits some common
R . _varieties of exopgbric contexts +ven in dealing with the endophoric, however, \
the treatment has been inadeqnate becauae the nature of the controlling meehanisms -

‘ is‘not well underatood. In a discourae, two principal endophoric control\ing V; b
-

3

‘ mechantsma are topic and focus "“‘ e \ : .

s ' . A
Togic ia!relatively easy to define, it is the dominant notion‘that goveéhs

3

R aequence of discourse -As I have pointeduout elsewhere%, topic is ‘ei ther
\‘l . ; ‘ O T . )
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- '.." definite or, generic, and definite topic pay be of four types' anaphoric,' f"v>

‘ aaaociative, occurring in a larger context, or occurring within an immediate
/~\'reference _ To overaimplify perhape, in a given ptLing of diacourae dealing

' /7 with' the relaticnahip be:weeanosa and their met#!‘s. one "Ould be’startled .

- =

to find an aseertion about sub-arctic weather patferne or, about U. S. foreign

policy in Southeaet Aaia. To a 1arge extent, topic is maintained through

ot 4

g ;longer aemantic chain by ‘the use of aimple repetition or synonomy. For ex--
2

'ample, in a diecourse whoee defined topic ‘was language universals, one'

would expect a lexia chain which might include BUch items as formal form,

."ehApe, subatantive, eubatance, material etc (see Appendix_I) 2; ,‘f-» .
~

While topic may be relatively easy to- define, focge is- very difficult.

. / 1 N

to recognize the prominence of certain information The nperations may be
,pyntactic, e.g ’ grammatical subordination, grammatical parsllelism, passivi-
. . . . J ’ » .

! zatfon, reletivization, apposition, nominalization, clefting, etc These

- e

-operations are conventionally examined within the context of a sentence, bt

it becomes necessary to loo at them as they operate in discourse

The- literal meaning of an aasertion is independent of its structure;
: the same assertion can appear as an independent sentence,.  as part of a
J 4 . compound sentence, ‘ag’ part of .a parallelzstructure, or as an additive
- modifier. But the role it plays in a cqmposition, its relationship -with
. : ‘other assertions, can be affected by di ferent structural possibilities.’
T For example, parallel structure is & me hns of showing -commonality among
" two or more assertions. “In contrast té ‘this structure iB.independent
structure. A fundamental advantage ofAindepeBdent structure is as a
means of emphasizing an individual asSertlon roo-

’ !
Note, for example, the variouq_yays 4n which the underlined itqm appears in

the following different contexts" o ;h'ft ’ ot i _‘ rln. : .

+

I bought some bananas. What did you buy? ,};' .

-~

; My wife and I went to the supermarket yesterday Whiue I bought some
bananae, she,did the rest of the weekly shopping.~

S
The kidnapper was,deScribed by witnesses ae a tall well- dressed man
- - Mho bought some bananas before he forced the manager s wife into hig
e .- grey.. Volkswago bug with the Californla li ense plates. . . .

ERIC. % , | .

] . L.

cA

Tentatively, fogg is .that set of operations which permit the reader/listener)

since discouree focus has}to with estab}ishing intersentential coherence,:-

f
o

P
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\i:‘*hjhfmmﬁmiit"?ﬂi hadftima to kiil 8o we ’ent into one of thooe little mom-end-pop
,/.z— e ~ corner grocary stores. Sha, ‘being practical bought a newspaper, and
S o T bought some benanas. Then ve got in -the car and began driving qp

‘Me bourno. - ' , . . .
o . SRR R ' - v : ' -

. Whtn 1 vaa in Braail lalt}year, I bought aome bananas which made me i11

- _7_L : 'It waa I who bought'lome hanana whiIe the market vas being robbed "

5

si Sl To illuatrate the point in another way, the followipg aaaertions need not-be -
: AR K . S
praaanted aa a diacourae, though certain diacourae presentationa ‘are clearly
r“if more efficient and perhaps more effectiVe Lt P I
- . X ’ . ) ® . o . 3 cow . '
R * 1. He advanced alowly K . 2.- His ears were' pricked up
3.. His head ‘turfied from aide to 4. He was expectant. ‘°
. . 5. The trail brosidened. _ aide. 6. His quarry came into view .
*5 .- 1. His pace quickened - 8. His ears lay back. K ° .
) 9. He made L § finil headlong ruahxlO - He covered the- last eighth of
. o - R ; - mile in seconds o
.o L He'adyanced--slowly at first, with ears pricked forward lookinz ex-'?
- : - pectantly from side to.side, then: rapidly as the trail breadened and .

5 " his quarry came into view, ‘finally in a headlong rush, with ears 1aid
¥ ;_back covering ‘the last eighth of a mile in _seconds. L.

’

. In the contextualized example, the pronomdnal referente ‘which ocgurs in the

fitemized 1iat vanishea, and the as3ertion breaks up into three parts con-

~

vtrolled by the—rate of advance--slowly at- first then rapidly .. finally in '

4

. headlong rush-nbut ‘the relative rate (slowly, pidly, in a head1ong rush)

‘;\\: is overlayed with the temporal chain (at- first then finally) The basic "__ L

aaaertion ia simply He advanced eVerything elae is modifiohtion Focal

, modification elucidates rate,~the témporal chain:is backgrounded and the b
s . o v - 1 a4
' phyaical information (ears‘gricked forward looking expectantly, ears 1aid

.

—~
_ Back) still further subordinated while other modifiers are still further )
Y- . 1» oo :
T ' backgrounded. Thua, thera .appear to be a number‘of levels of information

i . . ) , . ' . . ¢

1.~ He advanced-- ) o .
_ P S Elowly...rapidly .in a headlong rush.... N
e T 2./ ‘ first +..then. '...fina11y : : o S ' :
DR . - -(ears pricked forward...trail broadened .ears laid back
' . .3; T o 72 1ooking,expectant1y ...quarry. came in view...covering the
; 4. — . — - > from side to side - . \last 1/8 mile
- AN el ? . ) e in seconds
- ',- ~ g-‘ : : R

.npe hierarchical arrangemqnt of the information “is. totally abaent in he simple'
R

- liating of. the facts. It is controlled by the syntax in the final one-sentence\
o .o o o ‘A . : .

A}

N o .\
.0 f .(‘

[ . : v




vanliod..
j; I vant to, contend that, since focus is in part a syntactic phenomenon, the

non-native speaker cannot deal. vith it precisely to the extent that sihe does ’
'wnot contfol intersent ntial synt;x;; To put it another wmyg one may look at N
topic‘as eslentially Y. ntic and-at*focus as. esaentially syntsctic, topic
: 4.
is p:esent in the deep‘:tructure, but focus can only be realized in the surface

atnucture as a manifEl{ation of deep-structure topic ' Thus,,focus 1is more ° ' -—

b

b S -

culture-bound because it is reafi:ed through the finite possible alternatives
s available in the syntactic sj%tem. The- non-native speaker brings with hnm/her
. L ’ 4
_the aIternatives available in the L1 and applies those aIternatives in the Lz

creating a tension between the apparent reLationship of ideas to tOpic and the
7 possibly inapprOpriate realization of focus through intersentential syntax
S . ]
- These notions are subject to ampirical verification.' The remainder of -

L . N
* this paper will describe an attempt to provide empirical verification An in--'__. p

-

strument was prepared consisting Zf sixteenfcontextualized assertions. -iewhole ,—“v

’ .“t'utterlﬁcef-in ] sort'Of extended' loze formateéuas deleteﬁ“from a'contett'of
. "\ two or'three‘sentences Respondents were to select the best alternative frem e
: | among three.to complete the ‘text. : The items Lnoluded sentences in which ¢he, )_

subjects were postponed by using preposed place holders, passives:.normal s-v-6/ J

sentences, sentences in which direct/indirect object position was . inverted‘ in

.

A2

. t PR '
o - gort a number of the sorta of 'structuri t;hat are said to ms,nifest focus Tl% o

—— .
e

* . .
3 i dnstractors were’ designed gg alter,focus. while the prefered choices msintsined ..

‘»~the focus of the original The instrument was pretested on a group of fifteen' '

v »

\naive native speakers, and confirmation was obtained for the prefered*ch01ces !
. Y .- P L ' . ‘\ . . -¥ -~ 1‘_‘-. ‘.
and for intentional ambiguities.. ' o - ‘ : :

Thé?instrument was then administered to a group of”/Ophisticated native o

apeakers (N-48), and to a group of foreign students (N-146) . The natiue-speaker ¥
- & N )
: - group consisted of new. teaching assistants employed to tesch in the Univarsity 8’
L] X ‘
) Freshman Writing Program ' This g{oup, all graduate studenks, consisted of 427
. . w -

7
-~



- r_'fﬁ:"f'ﬂufrmf' 'T “_::_.A_m., ‘f.f 8 2 . o o -. o H'
m%}ea end 58% femalea ( a. aligﬂtly-akewed aample), the mean average age of the°

- < (

* group waa 28 and the sge apread wvas from 22 to 48. All members of the group
" held a Bachelora degree, and twelve membera of the group (257) had hEd one or

’ more yeara of graduate atudy. While the majority of the group had taken more ¢
. i . k ‘ . 9 o
~ or leaa traditional undergraduate study 15 English (literature), the group :

contained eight individuala who had atudied Linguiatiqs, five who - Had studied |
. o Drlmltv//Writing, twonvho had atuaied Comparative Literature, and one each who

' had.studied Claaaica, Education, Journalism Philosophy, ﬁlavic Studies, and

T Ieleviaion JArts. R S ".,/ (,' : e £

The non-native-apeaking group consisted of all’ ‘students enrolled in the

o advanced level in the Univera&ty 8 American/LanguagevInatitute (that is, all

-

Vs
who were _Present-on the un-announced day on which the instrument wgs administered)

.

B Roughly half of the group had had at least one prior semester of ESL at the

univeraity while the remainder had previoualy atudied-Engliah either in their '

home couhtriea or in special English programa elsewhere in the United States c /"'5

. .~ //

and had been at the University an average of three months at the time of the /

b L4 A ‘ — -

experiment ' The population conaisted of . 59% graduate atudents, and roughly 80%
,\ . . =

‘was male The mean average age was thirty and'the age spread,was from eighteen

v

to forty-aix. Approximately 407, of the group was studying Enginee;ing oﬁ/some
/

.type. (e g., aerospace, chemical, civil, electrical induatrial mechanical, pet-' { .
v / .
roleum, etc. ) and the remainder was widely scattered over: some forty/five academic

ma jors.. Agproximately 20% of the group were Farsi apeakers, the second largest

E - / &

\ f group conaiated of Arabic ‘gpeakers (e. g5 from Algeria, Bahrain, Kuwait Lebanon S

- !
/

Saudi Arabia, the Trucial Stat;es, etc. ), and ‘the third largest ,group consisted of

apeakera of Chineae (e g ’ both Qpntonese and-Mandarin, from Hong Kong, Taiwan, -

r _ and other areas in Southeapt Asia) ‘The remainder was scatteréd over some sixty
. . ) . fy -' /
2 'languagea (e g. Bhasa Malay, French, Finnish, German, Japanese, Korean Russian
~ . Spaniah Tagalog, Urdu),~thus,.it was not possible to undertake any sort of language
. Do , . Sy
. K 'apecific correla‘tiona.. : VA : R S .. : _
- Q _ <L ! 9 . ’/" et . - . o
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.  The instrument is included as Appendix IT-. The results showed that in"

v . s ..
e ten igems " the natiwe-speaking population clustered on the item originally

1‘//',' ’ designated a8 the prefered choices. Six items had been designed to -be. ambiguous.'

P

//” In two of thoae items, the natile*speaking population chose the two prefered

/. o alternstives equally, but in four items ndtiVe speakers chose one item two to-

/s
. . M ‘.r

) _one over the other.- The non-native-speaking population distributed quite

differently, indeed, Chi2 analysis of the data (with 2 degreea of freedom) showed

‘ aignificant differences betwéen- the two populations in thirteen items. A detailed

nificant differences between the populations with respect to preferEd choice,
. 1

but significantly different distribution among the distractors

Another experiment is currently under way to. determine to what extent the

differences demonstrated here may be a function of the recognition of a hier-,

°

archica1 arrangement of information from generalization to specification. An t

instrument consisting of a dozen long. pieces of prose (eaph approximately 150
&

worda and eight to ten sentences) with whole sentences deleted has beed pre-
_ - N
pared. Subjects will be required “to replace the missing assertions from among

-

8 seE of four choices in which the’ distractors will to varying degrees violate

[

the order of specificity established in the text. The instrument will be ad- -

|
ministered to some three ‘hundred subiects, roughly one third native speakers

Prefesting suggests that the instrument has - great promise 4

- .
-

- | The following claims seem to- be justified First, in a written discourSe

there is a "head" assertion which contains the topic, and the topic comes from

the deep structure of

other<assertions in that its NP'must being the onset of a. d1scourse, carry new
information (whereas it is genera11y conceded that the NP of ma t sentences carries .

) old information deriving'from prior assertions in the discourse) The -topic ex-

-

. =
- the operatisn of focus. Focus is expresseg~1n syntactic terms in the follow1ng

-

‘Q . : -

J;BJ!;". :i: .r.."p L k f{) S S T

summary accompanies the instrument in Appendix II. The data shpw not only sig- '

e discourse This "head" assertion is different from all

pressed//n the head assertion is carried through the remaining assertions through

i’

N
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f Co ' alaertiona, that ia, focua determinea-which available alternativea will be

v . L . . - - - R .
choaen;\ N . o S, ‘ ' S . Ly

LN

(3]

~ Second, the native apeaker and the nde-native apeakerwdiffer in their ability

_ 'to determine what suppoaitiont may be ahared between speaker/writer and liatener/

o y "

reader in a given Cquunication aituation Third native speakers and non-native

c e

lpeakera differ in the atrategies they bring to. bear on the deve10pment of any &

[

given topic through the interaentential ayntactic choicea they are able to make..

~

Theae choicea seem to be directly tied to the realizable syntactic alternatives
available in the native-apeaker 8 Ly - thus, the non-native speaker not only uses

‘.the interaentential ayntactic alternatives evailable from the L1 but also uaes‘

T thoae alternatives-in the fijZ;;ek of the rhetorical (cultural) preferences of

the L. Knowledge of the sentential syntax of the L2 does not seen’ to be of much '

e,

; help. .There are thue two problems- First, to the extent that the set of realizable

’ - interaentential ayntactic alternativea is. ahared between - the two langnages,k:he
. - \ . LU . / . . .
nqn-native lpeaker will be able to maintain focus, but to’ the extent that the

[ coE ' I »,‘ %
two seta are mdtually exclusive, focua will disappear or,at least wesken. Second

7

‘_aince the altérnatives fall in the range of- what everybody knows, and since the

P

initial formuLation of t0pic also is predicated upon ‘what everybody knows in the
f.

e . sense that- the writer/speaker must know what presuppositions are shared with the

4 ©

reader/listener, it seems‘clear that native Speakers and non-native speakers will

f;j. o demonstrate quite different abilities o t0pic formulation as well as. in focus

maintenance . ..' ; R .' o o h/{

3

R ) While the.center of attention in this paper has been,on topic and focus and

some elements involved in the range of available alternatives, there are, as 1
\

{m“‘ _- havelpointed out elsewheres, other mismatches b/;ween any two given rhetorics.il
, | For example, languages differ in the amount of non-direct inclusioﬁ they will

., . tolerlte -in‘Various forms of discourse, and they differ in the(im;u;;’of—pro- '1'A:‘
-% - .nominalixation'permitted as uell-as'in.the distance permitted vithout relexification.

®

S ‘As Ts'ao haa.auggested6 in some Ianguages, where topic is,explicitly ma;ked the
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need fon pronominalisation may be abridged by the strength of topic domination
Larkin and Shook contend that English and Cantonese differ at least in the vay

K relative clauses are positioned (postposed in English preposed'in‘Cantonese) .

*and therefore in the amounr’of information they may ‘bear. . . :
: , -
B e English is baaically right “branching ‘and Cantonese is always left
s . + branching.. A wvery important implication of the left branching nature
L . of Chinese relative elauses is that Chinese speakers cannot tolerate , -
y : excessively long" relstive clauses, because short-term memory is strained .
) by havingyto hold a11 the modifiers before getting to the thing being A
e . -modified. ) L o . ’
Obviously, this is an area that requires a Efeat deal more study .ut'
- & . Ao )

essential to any such_future work is the recognition that there ia such a

- thing as intere:ntential syntax and that it- deserves study in precisely the same

',."4 degree of depth that sentential syntan,has already been studied.- 1t also demands B

1

recognition that illocutionary\value in discourge is at least as significant as

~
syntactic/semantic and propositionsl value and,thatsit deriVes not only from exo-

-

~hjf - phoric- causes but from topic and’ the wey in which topic is maintained through

A .

l .
focus. It demands recognition of the fact that focus is managed by making chOices -

3

among avsilable alternatives in/fhe syntax. As Goran Hammarstrom has suggested

' “unitg and relationships between units- ‘gre the basic linguistic-facts to be des—

- 4 -

cribed "8 And units are not necesserily “sentences i ,

v . . . Kl —_ . 1, ~

;o | '  NOTES . ¢

-

e 1Written discourse ‘consists of sets of assertions tuck together,~gnd those
assertions may , in fact, be answers. to implicit or exB{:cit questions. In the
Y simple example from the dialogue with which this paper starts, by way of illus-
' tration, the assertions can be elicited by questions other than thase developed -
in‘the dialogue: . s . ‘ 2
What do you have? 1 have a photo - '
. ﬂ " Is it new? ' o Yes. .
.-». _What.is it of? ‘Q S M; sister.
M : Can you describe her? - -~ Yes. She'is tall,’ slim, and very pretty.
S ~ What will you do with the photo?Show it to my friend Philia
ST I have a (new) .photograph (of) my sister (who) is tall, slim, an
A very pretty,. (and I will) show it to my friend Philia. d\\\v/
But note that a different.set of questions will elicit a different dialogu
a What, do you. want? o %*Ihave a photo. - b
RS ‘ ' I want to show my new photo to Philia.
} .+ "What's new,about it?"' = (*Yes. /MB new can only be introduced if it occurs
P N o t wsq taken only yesterday in the prior reply.
"~ What does it show? - \*My sister. | : -
S ' dhmw pretty my sister is.




o~

> . y o f

.-Q*:’i Coe ._} - L*Ll\\f

Can you visuslize her? ~ Yes.
Hhet will you do with it? - Show

. . .
.‘ . -,
. R

/igt the answer is redundant. 7
1t to my friend Philia. /-nt .the an-

?

. " U ~ swer is redundant because ‘the information
' ' ’ s - was given in answer to the figst queetion

A

. vhich‘lhm) hov pretty she 1is.
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o7 * APPENDIX I ]
oo . "Language'univernalc, Chomsky suggests, are of two basic types, substantive ’

and formal. Substantive universals represent_the fundamental 'building blocks'
of language, the substance ou‘“bf which it is made, while formal universals are
conéerned with the form or, shape.of.a grammar.. An analogy might make this dis-
tinction clearer. IFf, hypothetically, Eskimos were born vith an-innate know-
, ledge of igloo=-building, - they would. have two kinda of knowledge.. On thg ofie
hand they would know in advance that the substance out of which igloos are made
is ice and snow. just as thrughes automatically know that their nests are male
- of ‘twigs, not bricks or worms or glass. On the other hand, their innate know-
ledge of iglqﬁ’butlding on}d include the information that igloos sre round in
. shape, not square or diamond-ahaped or sausage-like, just as thrushes
S0 inetinctively build, rOund nestfﬁ not ones ehaped‘like bathtubs.

Italica have been added to this text to pick up the first level lexis chain;
obviously, there is a aecond level chain made up of such words as made, ice,
srioy, twigs, bricas, worms, glass, round, square, diamond~shaped, saugage-

like, bathtubs 'where the first seven items ‘relate to substance_and the re-
mainipg five items to form. Almost 15% of the total word count in this- bit

of discourse is made up of lexical items which are fairly directly related |
"to..the notions of form and substance which occur in the topic assertion.

~
‘ It is, of course, possib1e to construct discourse which has a lexis chain
. giying t‘h appearance of "free easociation"' , ) : - -

[

Once upon a time there was a love1y young ptincess who lived in a castle
in a far off -mythical kingdom. The castle was designed by her uncle Hernando
who was an architect in a nearby city. He was also a fine family man and was
once an excellent swimmer.- He competed against Johnny Weismuller many.times
during the late 1920's. This was the time of the great depression during which
many. huge fortunes were lost. Fortunes that occasionally equalled the amount
of treasure brought back from the orient many centuries ago by Marco Polo. Or
perhaps the total salaries, operating expenses, and advertising budgets of the
Kansas City Chiefs, Radio City Music Hall and Darlene's Dancing Dalmations
Next' door to Hernando's office wag a tattoo parlor. ‘Many of our country's
‘brave-young fighting men went there for tattoos of their mothers, Barney Google
and Eleamor Roosevelt. It yas 'these same young men who displayed such courage

/)Dﬂ'Bataan and Iwo Jima. The courage that made this country safe for you, me,
7 our children, zo0 animals and restoring old Hudsons as a hobby. /Broomhilda/

One fu11y expects, based on the traditional opener (once upon a time) and the
focus on lovelyxzoung princess in the first sentence, that the princess igs the
topic. But theé“second sentence picks up castle as its focus from the position

- of obiect of a preposition in a modifying phrasetzn a relative clause--a position
pretty far out of focus normally. 'The third senténce picks up Uncle Hernando ’

. also out of the position obiect of a preposition.. There ig, without doubt, a

‘lexis chain in this discourse, but it is a "lunatic" chain because the focal
items are picked up out of normally out-of -focus positions
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oL To tap a°private telephone line is not techniCally a Very ' th =37.559; d.f.=2
difficult. proceaa.- l-=/ There are aeyeral steps in the " OOl level”
proceids. A ;
a. Private telephone ‘inea may be contrasted vith party _ NS-OZ NNS-7%
* lings. '

nh | 1t s, hovever?‘eaaential to have- the right e pment.-' NS-6Z; .NNS=497, - <
~Tagging is a process vhereby it is poaaible to liaten o ' L .
' .

—-— . inomw sqmeone elhe s converaation . . =94%; NNS=437,
. ROt . e B 4
2. Aa far as mafhematics ta concerned he vas.a complete fail- . 'i%;10.758; d:f.=2
ure. /[==/' Hiq lack of abtdity wa#.a constant source of 1 level
. frustra thon to hia’in his’ scienc®malor. -~ o . T ’
a. He was very bad in-athletics. : J" o ~ NS=07; NNS=5% v -
b. He was, hovever, very. good in athietica & . 7. NS=07;  NNS=147 _
. In fact he had trouble with aimple arithmetid‘-.-ﬁ " . NS=100%;NN S-BIZ I
© 3. Looked at politically, it vas not an easy problem. =l Chi -lS 702 d. f.-2
' In addition, popular opinion outside the party struchure. ’ OOl«level ,
created an additional dimension.’ P o o
4. The economic issues were very complicated S~ NS-13%; NNS-27Z
. b. Party loyaltiez ver® a constant g,aq o 3‘H,;NS-87f}.NNS-57Z'- =
c. Of course, wha ia eaay for one person may be hard 'N§=0%; . NNS=IGZ .
" for another. - o e o N
4. Geographicaliy, ethnically, and 1inguisticaf1y, the - - Chi2-6 359 d f =2 , e
Ryukyu Islands are closer to the Japanese mainland than o05 level T :
" to their neighboring islands /==/ But it might be ° ' S Sy,
¢ better to suggest that the distance from the- aouthern- o R ,°ﬂ” - S R
most tip of Kyushu to the main body of the Ryukyus is - S
less than 800 miles, while the nearest point in the ;7 G- e

- 13
~

Philippinea is more than 1,000 miles away. - .
.a. With respect to geography the dia;ance to Tokyo from &JNSﬂbéz, NN§=467%
_Okinawa is less than 1,000 miles.
b. 'Japan has a long hiatory of activity in Southeast Asia. NS-OZ;- NNS=1%
¢c. The neighboring ialanda include Taiwan and ‘the . N&=337%; NNs-SZZ
Philippines. .
/NB- Several native speakers admitted that they had difficulty with thia item
, “because they were unfamiliar- vith the basic geography of the regi n 7.
/}: It was Mary's birthday. /==/ And her sister gave her Chi -l.814; d.f,=2 »

some perfume. , : NO significance. .
a. 1 gave her a rose. . - NS=100%;NNS=977
b. A rose was given to her by me. : ‘ ' NS=07; - NNS=.05% .
c. She received a rose from me. I NS-OZ, NNS=2.057%
6. The boy who was here drank the milk. /--/. . ¢ Chi -23 419; d.f.=2 é"
a. He arrived at 6:00 p.m. ° Lo . ‘NS=2%; NNS=6% '
b. He was very thirsty. ' . NS=507%; NNS=797, .00l level
- c. It was sour.. ,' ' ' NS=48%; NNS=147
. 7. The boy who drank the milk was here. /--/ o Chi2-8.77l; d.f.=2
' . a. He arrived at 6:00 p.m. . : o _NS=987; NNS=80%
b. He was very thiraty. : . . . p ( ~ NS=27; NNS=167 .02 level
It was sour. ' 4 p

NS=0%7; NNS=3% S
’ . .

' ' - .
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the insertion should be made.

A number of native speakerp complained that the items 6-16 were boring;
it 1s likely that some native speakers stopped trying after item 12.

» -
Additional enelyais ynelded the following results- :
1 2 “3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 2 13 14 15 16

~ df=2 .001 .Q1 .001 .05 NONE .001 .02 .2 .1(.2 .l, .2 .2 NONE NONE .3
f-8 .001 .01 .001 .01 .5 .001 .02 .7 .1 .01 .0%—.,05 .1 .5 .2 .5

_\NGE , ¢ # S # -4 # # #

S "- Y }

E. :‘..‘4.. ._4 .' l ) .q. L ‘ . o .-’. X . ) o ' o .
B v : f',: . 15 - . R
] - -~ . .. . . . T . L R
8. The milk was drunk by the boy who vas here. [==/ . Chi2s3.619; d.f.=2
e a. ‘He: arrived 'at 6:00 p.m. . ' ' ~ NS=4%; NNS=8%.
' " b,  He was very thirsty. : . B . NS=10%; NNS=20% re 1eve1
" Ce It vas sour.: = T ‘ E . NS=86%; NNS-71% y
. - " r " . . -
9. The bay was here, and he drank the wilk,  /--/ * . Chi2e5.640; d.£.=2
- ' a. /He arrived at 6:00 p.m. . . L ~NS-62, NNS=197 .
b ‘He wps very. thirsty. ' ‘ , I NS=817%; NNS=64% .1 level
e It vas sour, .- - . ‘ ‘ o , NS=13%; NNS=167%
floh, Th boy vas here; conaequently, he drenk'che milk.4 /4;/ ) c 12-4.366; d.£f.=2 ,
. a. He errived at 6: OO,p.m. o _ ' ' S=11%; NNS=14%
~'b. He was very thirsty. s D T  NSm44%; NNS=56% .2 1eve1
] e 1t vas_sour. T I o n  NS=45%; NNS=267 | .
11.. The boy drank the milk;’ thus, he mist- have been here. /--7 Ch12i6,701;'d.fs-2‘ :
: "~ a. He arrived at 6:00 p.m. - ’ _ _ NS=92%; NNS=747%
'S ‘b. He was very thirsty. o T NS=6%; - NNS=187 .1 1lgvel
. ¢. It was sour. - T . NS=27; NNS=87 =~
- 12, ‘The boy was here. .He drenkrthe milk.: /== cni?és.lss; d.f.=2
- l“He arrived at 6:00 p.m." N N %, ;. NSw27; NNS=6%
o b. He was very thirnty ~ S "%ﬁ NS=31%; NNS=47% .2.Level
. c. 1t was sour. St “‘7 BRI © - NS=677%; NNS=46%
13. . The boy drank the mi Ik. He wea here. /}5/ : R CHi??4.164;~d.f.-2
o e. ‘#e arrived at 6:00 p.m. - N ' NS=927; NNS=797
. - He was very: thirsty S I “ NS=8%; NNS=177% .2 1eve1
~ﬁ\§ \wc. It vas - sour. . . < ;_' | S s r o s NS=0%; S-3Z
- ' ’ - : g ,," 5
14. 'Beceuae the boy vas hereQ he drlnk the milk. [==/ -Chiz-.925 d.f.=2
. . . a. He arrived \t 6;00 pm. .-~ o R NS=87,; NNS=137 :
: " ‘be . Hg was very thirsty, T o . NS=63%; NNS=56% NO SIGNIF”
4 c. It'@'aour. ~ T o Ns=29%; NNS=307% .
'v‘IS;. Since the boy drank ‘the milk He vaa “here. [==/ _ Chiz-.94 d.f.=2
’ "a. He arrived ag 6:00 p.m.; ~ . 5 ' NS=837; NNS=77%
. -*.:b. He wasa very thirsty . : . : S-13Z, 83-18% NO SINCIF.
: c.- It ves aour. . a - ' NS=47; NNS-SZ SN
. . > : : : - i
. 16. Being here, the boy drank ‘the. milk.. /==/ N ‘ Ch12-2.816; duf.-2
' He arrived at 6:00 p.m. o ’ o 'NS=8%: NNS~18% ,
b. -He was very thirsty ' 3 o , ~ NS=63%; NNS=57% .3 level
* ¢, It was sour. : - NS-29Z, NNSPZSZ
| NOTES | '
ﬂﬁ%&'ﬂhtiVe Speaker; NNS= Non-Native Speaker. /-=/=the point at which‘ y




